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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Original application and IDS filed 
3/15/2001 

2. Claims 1-26 are pending. Claims 1 and 14 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hiratsuka et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) U.S. Patent No. 6,108,441, in view of Stuppy U.S. 
Patent No. 6,146,148 filed 3/25/1999. 

In regard to independent claim 1, Hiratsuka discloses adjustment of color 
characteristics of an image; and permitting an upload of the image to a web server. (Hiratsuka 
Abstract i.e. a method for color adjustments of a color image and after color adjustment which is 
to displayed on an after-adjustment display window.) 

Hiratsuka does not mention identifying a technician responsible for adjustment of color 
characteristics and if the technician satisfies a qualification criterion. However, Stuppy mentions 
information uploaded to a user based on their profile (Stuppy Col 2 Lines 2-5). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Stuppy to 
Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of uploading the adjust image color to the user based 
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on their profile to insure the correct information correlates with the correct user as taught by 
Stuppy Col 2 Lines 1-10. 

In regard to dependent claim 2, Hiratsuka does not disclose of wherein the 
qualification criterion includes a minimum level of color adjustment skill However, Stuppy 
mentions users that receive information or test based on the mastery of certain learning 
objectives or skills (Stuppy Col 4 Lines 49-52). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Stuppy to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the 
benefit of having a qualification that includes a certain skill level in other the receive certain 
information as taught by Stuppy Col 4 Lines 49-52. 

In regard to dependent claim 3, Hiratsuka discloses adjustment of color characteristics 
of an image .(Hiratsuka Abstract i.e. a method for color adjustments of a color image) 

Hiratsuka does not disclose of wherein the qualification criterion includes a minimum 
level of care in adjusting color characteristics of the image. However, Stuppy mentions the fact 
the user can be at different skill levels, which could be high or low (Stuppy Col 5 Lines 60-67). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply 
Stuppy to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of having certain levels of care or skills for 
receiving information or making color adjustments as taught by Stuppy Col 5 Lines 60-67. 

In regard to dependent claim 4, Hiratsuka does not disclose assigning the technician an 
upload password that permits the upload of the image if the technician satisfies the color 
adjustment skill criterion. However, Stuppy mentions access to the system via a user Password 
that controls features accessible to that user (Stuppy Col 11 Lines 37-40). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Stuppy to 
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Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of assigning passwords to users that would allow that 
user to access the system containing information designated for that particular user as taught by 
StuppyCol 11 Lines 37-40. 

In regard to independent claim 14, Hiratsuka discloses a computer-readable medium 
containing instructions that cause a programmable processor (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. 
performed by software on a computer) 

Hiratsuka also discloses adjustment of color characteristics of an image; and permitting 
an upload of the image to a web server. (Hiratsuka Abstract i.e. a method for color adjustments of 
a color image and after color adjustment which is to displayed on an after-adjustment display 
window.) 

Hiratsuka does not mention identifying a technician responsible for adjustment of color 
characteristics . However, Stuppy mentions information uploaded to a user based on their profile 
(Stuppy Col 2 Lines 2-5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to apply Stuppy to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of uploading 
the adjust image color to the user based on their profile to insure the correct information 
correlates with the correct user as taught by Stuppy Col 2 Lines 1-10. 

Hiratsuka does not disclose if the technician satisfies a color adjustment skill criterion. 
However, Stuppy mentions users that receive information or test based on the mastery of certain 
learning objectives or skills (Stuppy Col 4 Lines 49-52). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Stuppy to Hiratsuka, providing 
Hiratsuka the benefit of having a qualification that includes a certain skill level in other the 
receive certain information as taught by Stuppy Col 4 Lines 49-52. 
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In regard to dependent claim 15, Claim 15 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 2 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

In regard to dependent claim 16, Claim 16 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 3 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

In regard to dependent claim 17, Claim 17 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 4 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

5. Claims 5-6, 18-19, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hiratsuka et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) in view of Stuppy as applied to claims 1 and 14, 
and in further view of Anabuki U.S. Patent No. 6,091,518 filed 6/25/1997 provided by the 
applicant. 

In regard to dependent claim 5, Hiratsuka does not disclose creating an image file 
representative of the image. However, Anabuki mentions an image file that contains a header 
part describing the image size, color space, etc (Anabuki Col 13 Lines 45-50). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Anabuki to 
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Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of having an image file so the user can see different 
characteristics of the adjusted image as taught by Anabuki Col 13 Lines 45-50. 

Hiratsuka does not disclose of including in the image file an indication of the identity of 
the technician. However, Stuppy mentions a user having a profile which can be seen by a teacher 
(Stuppy Col 2 Lines 2-5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to apply Stuppy to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of having a 
profile or identification of a user which could be incorporated into the image file to the user can 
see who made adjustments to the image as taught by Stuppy Col 2 Lines 1-10. 

In regard to dependent claim 6, Hiratsuka does not disclose creating metadata for an 
image file representative of the image. However, Anabuki mentions an image file that contains a 
header part describing metadata such as the image size, color space, etc (Anabuki Col 13 Lines 
45-50). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply Anabuki to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of having metadata in the image 
file so the user can see different characteristics of the adjusted image as taught by Anabuki Col 
13 Lines 45-50. 

Hiratsuka does not disclose of metadata including an indication of the identity of the 
technician. However, Stuppy mentions a user having a profile which can be seen by a teacher 
(Stuppy Col 2 Lines 2-5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to apply Stuppy to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of having a 
profile or identification of a user which could be incorporated into the image file to the user can 
see who made adjustments to the image as taught by Stuppy Col 2 Lines 1-10. 
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In regard to dependent claim 18, Claim 18 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 5 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

In regard to dependent claim 19, Claim 19 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 6 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

6. Claims 7, 9, 20, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hiratsuka et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) in view of Stuppy as applied to claims 1 and 
14, and in further view of Bruck et al. (herein after Bruck) U.S. Patent No. 6,008,836 filed 
1 1/22/1996 provided by the applicant. 

In regard to dependent claim 7, Hiratsuka does not disclose of wherein the technician 
adjusts and uploads a plurality of images, the method further comprising auditing the images 
uploaded by the technician to assess quality of the adjustments. However, Bruck describes a user 
that selects screen from a WebTV system, determines the quality and adjusts the Contrast, 
Brightness and Sharpness control, etc to the users liking (Bruck Col 7 Lines 10-67, Col 8 Lines 
1-67, Col 9 Lines 1-67, Col 10 Lines 1-60). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to apply Bruck to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit 
of view a display containing images and determining the quality on the images to make 
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adjustments as taught by Bruck Col 7 Lines 10-67, Col 8 Lines 1-67, Col 9 Lines 1-67, and Col 
10 Lines 1-60. 

In regard to dependent claim 9, Hiratsuka does not disclose of qualifying the technician 
for upload of the image if the technician satisfies the color adjustment skill criterion. However, 
Stuppy mentions users that receive information or test based on the mastery of certain learning 
objectives or skills (Stuppy Col 4 Lines 49-52). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Stuppy to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the 
benefit of having a qualification that includes a certain skill level in other the receive certain 
information as taught by Stuppy Col 4 Lines 49-52. 

Hiratsuka does not disclose of auditing the image to assess quality of the adjustments 
made by the technician; and revoking the qualification from the technician in the event the 
assessed quality is unacceptable. However, Bruck describes a user that selects screen from a 
WebTV system, determines the quality and adjusts the Contrast, Brightness and Sharpness 
control, etc to the users liking (Bruck Col 7 Lines 10-67, Col 8 Lines 1-67, Col 9 Lines 1-67, Col 
10 Lines 1-60). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply Bruck to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of view a display 
containing images and determining the quality on the images to make adjustments as taught by 
Bruck Col 7 Lines 10-67, Col 8 Lines 1-67, Col 9 Lines 1-67, and Col 10 Lines 1-60. 

In regard to dependent claim 20, Claim 20 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 7 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 
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In regard to dependent claim 22, Claim 22 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 9 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

7. Claims 8 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hiratsuka et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) in view of Stuppy as applied to claim 1 and 14, in 
view of Brack, and in further view of Anabuki U.S. Patent No. 6,091,518 filed 6/25/1997 
provided by the applicant. 

In regard to dependent claim 8, Hiratsuka does not disclose of qualifying the technician 
for upload of the image if the technician satisfies the color adjustment skill criterion. However, 
Stuppy mentions users that receive information or test based on the mastery of certain learning 
objectives or skills (Stuppy Col 4 Lines 49-52). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Stuppy to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the 
benefit of having a qualification that includes a certain skill level in other the receive certain 
information as taught by Stuppy Col 4 Lines 49-52. 

Hiratsuka does not disclose creating an image file representative of the image. However, 
Anabuki mentions an image file that contains a header part describing the image size, color 
space, etc (Anabuki Col 13 Lines 45-50). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to apply Anabuki to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit 
of having an image file so the user can see different characteristics of the adjusted image as 
taught by Anabuki Col 13 Lines 45-50. 
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Hiratsuka does not disclose of including in the image file an indication of the identity of 
the technician. However, Stuppy mentions a user having a profile which can be seen by a teacher 
(Stuppy Col 2 Lines 2-5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to apply Stuppy to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of having a 
profile or identification of a user which could be incorporated into the image file to the user can 
see who made adjustments to the image as taught by Stuppy Col 2 Lines 1-10. 

Hiratsuka does not disclose of auditing the image to assess quality of the adjustments 
made by the technician; and revoking the qualification from the technician in the event the 
assessed quality is unacceptable. However, Bruck describes a user that selects screen from a 
WebTV system, determines the quality and adjusts the Contrast, Brightness and Sharpness 
control, etc to the users liking (Bruck Col 7 Lines 10-67, Col 8 Lines 1-67, Col 9 Lines 1-67, Col 
10 Lines 1-60). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply Bruck to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of view a display 
containing images and determining the quality on the images to make adjustments as taught by 
Bruck Col 7 Lines 10-67, Col 8 Lines 1-67, Col 9 Lines 1-67, and Col 10 Lines 1-60. 

In regard to dependent claim 21, Claim 21 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 8 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

8. Claims 10 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hiratsuka et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) in view of Stuppy as applied to claims 1 and 14, 
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and in further view of Holub U.S. Patent No. 6,043,909 filed 2/26/1996 provided by the 
applicant. 

In regard to dependent claim 10, Hiratsuka discloses adjustment of color 
characteristics of an image. (Hiratsuka Abstract i.e. a method for color adjustments of a color 
image and after color adjustment which is to displayed on an after-adjustment display window) 

Hiratsuka does not disclose of the adjusting the color characteristics of the image to more 
closely approximate the appearance of a physical item.. However, Holub mentions for each 
color entry in the FMT, find the closest color address in the prototype (Holub Col 29 Lines 30- 
55). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
apply Holub to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of ensuring the colors are as close as 
possible to the original so the user will have an ideal of the actual look of the items as taught by 
Holub Col 29 Lines 30-55. 

In regard to dependent claim 23, Claim 23 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 10 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

9. Claims 11 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hiratsuka et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) in view of Stuppy as applied to claims 1 and 14, in 
view of Holub as applied to claims 10 and 23, and in further view of Holtzman et al. (herein 
after Holtzman) U.S. Patent Pub No. 2001/0027439 Al filed 11/30/2000 
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In regard to dependent claim 11, Hiratsuka does not disclose of wherein the physical 
item is a retail item offered for sale via the web server. However, Holtzman mentions a user 
making a purchase of an item on a website (Holtzman Page 6 Paragraph 63). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Holtzman to 
Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of having the items with adjust characteristics 
available for purchase on the web to allow users the convenience of shopping online without 
having to leave the house and taught by Holtzman. 

In regard to dependent claim 24, Claim 24 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 1 1 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

10. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hiratsuka 
et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) in view of Stuppy as applied to claim 1, in view of Holub as 
applied to claim 10, and in further view of Anabuki U.S. Patent No. 6,091,518 filed 
6/25/1997 provided by the applicant 

In regard to dependent claim 12, Hiratsuka does not disclose making further 
adjustments to the color characteristics of the image based on color response characteristics of 
a display device associated with a client; and downloading the adjusted image from the web 
server to the client via a computer network However, Anabuki mention a receiving device 
receives the color image information or the object information and the profile specification 
information transmitted by the image transmission means. A call device requests profile 
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information specified by the profile specification information received by the reception device 
from the profile storage device. A color correction device then uses the profile information to 
make a color correction in the color image information or color image information prepared 
from the object information. A reproducing device then reproduces the color corrected color 
image information, which is connected to a network. (Anabuki Abstract). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Anabuki to 
Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of having an image adjust the a users display device 
so the user can have an ideal of what the actual item looks like as taught by Anabuki Abstract. 

11. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hiratsuka 
et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) in view of Stuppy as applied to claim 1, in view of Holub as 
applied to claim 10, in view of Anabuki as applied to claim 12, and in further view of Bruck 
et al. (herein after Bruck) U.S. Patent No. 6,008,836 fded 11/22/1996 provided by the 
applicant. 

In regard to dependent claim 13, Hiratsuka does not disclose of guiding the client 
through a color profiling process via one or more web pages to estimate the color response 
characteristics of the display device. However, Bruck mentions the picture adjustment screen 
provides access to control screens which prompt the user to manipulate the picture quality 
controls on the client display device. The control screens also contain instructions which guide 
the user through the process of properly adjusting the picture quality controls. The control 
screens further contain test patterns or reference images which allow the user to accurately 
calibrate the picture characteristics for which controls are available. (Bruck Col 2 Lines 65-67 
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Col 3 Lines 1-6) It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply Bruck to Hiratsuka, providing Hiratsuka the benefit of guiding the user 
through steps of adjusting the picture and color of an item to ensure the image quality that the 
user is accustomed to as taught by Bruck Col 3 Lines 1-6. 

12. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hiratsuka 
et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) in view of Stuppy as applied to claim 14, in view of Holub as 
applied to claim 23, in view of Holtzman as applied to claim 24, and in further view of 
Anabuki U.S. Patent No. 6,091,518 filed 6/25/1997 provided by the applicant. 

In regard to dependent claim 25, Claim 25 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 12 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) 

13. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hiratsuka 
et al. (herein after Hiratsuka) in view of Stuppy as applied to claim 14, in view of Holub as 
applied to claim 23, in view of Holtzman as applied to claim 24, and in further view of 
Bruck et al. (herein after Bruck) U.S. Patent No. 6,008,836 filed 11/22/1996 provided by the 
applicant. 

In regard to dependent claim 26, Claim 26 in addition to the following reflect the same 
subject matter as claimed in claim 13 and is rejected along the same rationale. 
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a computer-readable medium (Hiratsuka Col 6 Lines 42-45 i.e. performed by software on 
a computer) r 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Yang et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,606,395 issued 2/25/1997 

Hayashi et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,790,282 issued 8/4/1998 

Hasegawa et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,333,752 Bl issued 12/25/2001 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Londra C Burge whose telephone number is 703-305-8784. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 703-308-5186. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 
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Or faxed to: 



(703) 746-7239 (for formal communications intended for entry) 



(703) 746-7240 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Or: 

(703) 746-7238 (for after-final communications) 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington, VA, Fourth Floor (Receptionist). 




/Stephen s. hong 
Primary examiner 



Londra C. Burge 
5/21/04 



